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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 60 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claim 60, the examiner suggests changing "56" to -38--. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

C/a/7n Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 8, 9, 43, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite forfaiting to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 8, 9, 43, and 44 recites the limitation "resource handling data". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another 
who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the 
invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

5. Claims 1-12, 14-16, 18-20, 22-27, 36-47, 49-51, 53-55, 57-62, 71, and 72 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Caves et al. (U.S. 6,891,833, "Caves"). 

Regarding claims 71 and 72, Caves discloses a node of a data communication 
network comprising: 
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- a switch (26 fig.7): 

- plural user plane resources (a plurality of AAL2 VCCs to transfer packet switched 
data fig.7) connected to the switch (as shown in fig.7), the plural user plane resources 
comprising one or more of link resources (AAL2 VCCs fig.7) and end system resources 
(co/.8, In. 43-47 where ...certain resource in the end system) involved in a bearer service 
connection (fig. 1 where a bearer service allowing transmission of information signals 
between network interfaces 11, 12 &13 fig. 1) 

- a cluster of plural processors (37 <& 78 fig.7 where processors (not shown) forAAL2 
signaling servers; col. 3, In. 35-37 where it is inherent to have a processor to execute 
AAL2 signaling protocol implemented by software and co-ordination & control 78 as a 
central processor) ] 

- connection handling functionality (AAL2 signaling controlled by 78 fig.7; col.9, ln.6- 
16) distributed over the cluster of the plural processors (37 fig.7) for facilitating execution 
of software objects (col.3, ln.35-37 AAL2 signaling protocol software) for a first user 
plane resource on a different processor of the cluster (col.3 t ln.35-37 executing AAL2 
signaling protocol software in one of AAL2 signaling server (processor) forAAL2 VCC 
connection) than software objects for a second user plane resource (executing AAL2 
signaling protocol software in another AAL2 signaling server (processor) forAAL2 VCC 
connection). 

Regarding claims 1 and 36, Caves further discloses, "infrastructure data (col.9, 
In. 15-20 routing data) for the connection handling functionality is distributed among the 
plural processors of the processor cluster (col.9, In. 15-20); and connection data (col.9, 
In. 9-1 2 AAL2 connection data) is created on a selected processor of the processor 
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cluster when an on demand connection is established at the selected processor (col. 9, 
ln.9-12). 

Regarding claims 2 and 37, Caves further discloses, the processor cluster 
handles AAL2 connections (col. 9, ln.9-12). 

Regarding claims 3 and 38, Caves further discloses, the processor cluster 
includes a predistributor (78 fig. 7) which routes incoming signaling messages to an 
appropriate processor of the processor cluster (col.9, In. 15-20). 

Regarding claims 4 and 39, Caves further discloses, the predistributor resides on 
one of the plural processors of the cluster which handles connections (78 fig. 7). 

Regarding claims 5 and 40, Caves further discloses, a processor of the node 
which does not handle connections serves as the predistributor (78 fig. 7). 

Regarding claims 6 and 41, it is a claim corresponding to a part of claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected for the similar reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Regarding claims 7 and 42, Caves further discloses, an administrator processor 
(processor in 78 fig. 7) which distributes the infrastructure data among the plural 
processors of the processor cluster (rejected in claim 1). 
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Regarding claims 8, 9, 43, and 44, Caves further discloses, resource handling 
data is dynamically partitioned among the plural processors of the processor cluster (37 
fig.7; col.9, ln.6-16). 

Regarding claims 10 and 45, Caves further discloses, connection data is created 
on a selected processor of the processor cluster when an on demand connection is 
established at the selected processor (col.9, ln.6-16). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 46, Caves further discloses, when a connection is to be 
set up to another node, an instance of a connection object is established in a selected 
one of the processors of the cluster, and wherein the connection object both reserves 
and activates resources of the node (32 fig.7; col.9, In. 1-20 where function of AAL2 
connections). 

Regarding claims 12 and 47, Caves further discloses, the connection object 
reserves a resource of the node by communicating with an instance of a resource 
control object executed by a processor of the cluster (col.9, In. 1-20 where it is inherent to 
reserve resource for connections). 

Regarding claims 14 and 49, Caves further discloses, the instance of the 
resource control object (col.9, In. 1-20 where object for selection of one of AAL2 signaling 
severs for VCCs) is executed by a different processor than the processor which 
executes the connection object (note: connection object in AAL2 server). 
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Regarding claims 15 and 50, Caves further discloses, the connection object 
determines which instance of a link resource control object with which to communicate 
by communicating with a routing object executed by a processor of the cluster (col.9, 
In. 15-20). 

Regarding claims 16 and 51, Caves further discloses, the connection object 
activates a resource of the node by communicating with an instance of a resource user 
plane object executed by a processor of the cluster (col.9, In. 1-20 where resource 
reservation for VCCs connection). 

Regarding claims 18 and 53, Caves further discloses, the instance of the 
resource user plane object is executed by a different processor than the processor which 
executes the connection object (col.9, In. 1-20 where AAL2 links allocation for VCCs 
connection). 

Regarding claims 19 and 54, Caves further discloses, setting up the connection 
to the another node, the connection object uses a signaling object to send a connection 
establish signaling message to the another node (col.9, In. 1-20 where connection 
establishment with 32 fig. 7). 

Regarding claims 20 and 55, Caves further discloses, the connection object 
communicates with a signaling object executed by a processor of the cluster in order to 
send the connection establishment signaling message to the another node (col.9, In. 1-20 
where connection establishment with 32 fig. 7). 
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Regarding claims 22 and 57, Caves further discloses, for a path incoming to the 
node the processor cluster has an instance of a resource control path object executed 
by one of the processors of the cluster, and wherein the instance of the resource control 
path object handles signaling for the path or for a unique connection identifier within the 
path, and wherein the predistributor distributes certain signaling messages or indications 
concerning the path to the instance of the resource control path object (col. 9, In. 1-20; 
col.9, ln.57-col.10, ln.9). 

Regarding claims 23 and 58, Caves further discloses, the path is an AAL2 path 
handling Q.2630.1 signaling (col.9, In. 1-20 where AAL2 signaling is equivalent to 
Q2630.1). 

Regarding claims 24 and 59, Caves further discloses, an instance of a resource 
control signaling relation object representing plural paths having a signaling relation, and 
wherein the predistributor distributes certain signaling messages or indications 
concerning the signaling relation path to the instance of the resource control signaling 
relation object (col.9, In. 1-20 where VCCs). 

Regarding claims 25-27 and 60-62, Caves further discloses, the predistributor 
has four distribution tables, and wherein each of the following are utilized by at least one 
of the four distribution tables for routing the incoming signaling message: destination 
signaling association identifier (DSAI); served user generated reference (SUGR); 
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signaling link identity; path identity (col. 9, ln.57 - col. 10, In. 9 where table for one of DSAI, 
SUGR, and identifiers). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 13, 17, 48, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rosenberg. 

Regarding claims 13 and 48, Caves does not explicitly teach, the instance of the 
resource control object is executed by a same processor which executes the connection 
object. However, at the time of the invention was made, it would have been an obvious 
matter of design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the central 
control process to one of the signaling servers as a central administrator server to 
simplify the components of AAL2 node. 

Regarding claims 17 and 52, Caves further discloses, the instance of a resource 
user plane object is executed by a same processor which executes the connection 
object. This claim is rejected for the same reasons and motivation set forth in the 
rejection of claim 13. 
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Response to Amendment 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 71 and 72 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Jung Park whose telephone number is 571-272-8565. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri during 6:15-3:45. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-3126. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
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applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jung Park 
Patent Examiner 
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